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You now come forward again and ask me to confirm a 
statement I made to your father, that the facts of the 
investigation determined that the FBI Agent was not originally 
called for jury duty, but was in the courtroom for the sole 
purpose- of having his wife, who was called, excused from jury- 
duty. The judge, in excusing the FBI Agent's wife, required the 
FBI Agent to take her place in the jury pool instead. 

I confirm by this writing that I made that statement to 
your father. 

As I stated in my last letter to you, I do not 
understand the issue you are trying to raise. It is my 
understanding that the FBI Agent was seated in the jury pool at 
the beginaing of the jury selection v^dIt dire process, and that 
your lawyer not only did not exercise a peremptory challenge to 
exclude him, but admitted later that ^ he deliberately included Kim 
on the jury. Your lawyer referred to the Agent in open court and 
stated that he purposely selected him because he wanted a member 
of the jury who was knowledgeable about criminal law. That was a 
conscious decision reached by your legal counsel, based on his 
judgment of the facts and circumstances of your case* It may 
have been a risk, but it was at least a calculated risk intended 
to assist you in your defense. 

That being the case, it appears to me that so long as 

the Court determined that all members of the jury were 

disinterested and impartial, and you were represented by 

competent counsel, the fact that one member of the jury was a 

professional law enforcement officer would not necessarily have 

any ramification on your conviction. 
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Sincerely yours. 




Robert J. Garrity, 
Special Agent in Charge 
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